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DOCKETFILE COpyORIGINALMarch 3, 1993

Dear Mr. Fertig:

Please include the enclosed comments from my constituents in the
public docket (PR Docket 92-235). They contacted my office to
express opposition to the proposed rule on 72-76 MHz frequencies.
I informed them that this matter is under the jurisdiction of the
FCC and that I would forward their comments to you. I hope you
will take the views of model airplane flyers into consideration
as you draft this rule.

Since7Y~~

JOHN T. DOOLITTLE
Member of Congress
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February 18, 1993

The Honorable John Doolittle
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Reptesentative Doolittle,

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very aet:.ive in a local club 1t'hose members enjoy constructing and
operation radio controlled model airplanes. I currently own 10 radios
which are to 1990 narrow band specs wUh 20 MHz separation.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal CamninicaUons COJmIission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for rrDdel use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
DDdel airplanes.

OUr radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land Jlk)bil dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from, the land
mbH frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC 'wants to create rore land mbile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the mnd plan. As a result
many land mbil frequencies will Mo¥e closer to the radio control frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplances, only
19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our mdel airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions incolce the careful coordination
and use of the radio control freqUenCies. If the number of usable frequencies
is diminished as propoSed by the ~, the remaining frequencies will becone
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many mdel airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The mcdels themselves are expensive to
build 1 but ttbre to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft; We often fly our mod~ls at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement
of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying envionment.

I do not think it is wise of the 1"CC to seek to improve, the operating
conditions of land mobilradlo users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as Wsiness users of radios, bUt
we have a considerable investment in our mdels and in oUr radio equiprent.
The hobby provides many hours of enjoynent to thousands of people like myself



and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerly,' . /' .. '

../ I{~ o{~ L.t/!IL- ~
I /

Michael J. Kavanaugh
9400 Hubbard Road
Auburn, California 95602



The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

February 17, 1993

fEB? A 1q~

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contnbutes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,



February 17,1993
The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contnbutes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band

7~~
~/I #/lfeH ~r-

l~tJJIu.l}U 9n'7g



February 17,1993
The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules win greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 :MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contnbutes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

a~D.
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P.O. Box 118
Volcano, CA. 95689
February 19, 1993

FCC
1919M St, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

I am president of a 40 member radio control model airplane club (Gold
Country Flyers), AMA charter no. 1796. We want to go on record AGAINST
PR Docket 92-235.

The models weigh up to 25 pounds and fly at 60 mph, the public does visit
our field along a highway to watch the activities. Keep our frequencies free
ofinterference for safety reasons.

There are children, the public & our members who will all suffer from more
infringement into the model channels.

Jm:!L
William. Kosenski

CC: U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
Representative John Doolittle



February 17, 1993
The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlIing model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection ofproperty. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contnbutes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

~o~ Aft! £'AJ I- r ,JIOl:. ••.,
p~ SU'~tt.-r ~ (N THIS
..",., I~. ~t'- ~" ~ IAIJf' .--'.,,'''',
~7 ~ ~/~~ '74419 dll-



The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

February 17, 1993

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules win greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apartfrOOlthe1aDdJDQbile frequencies that we have been able to $bare th 12.2 388.183 49.2 9usedc o n e i t h e d 
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February 17,1993
The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle: Mt\R031993
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am. very concem.ed about proposed rules that are currently under COIIIideration by the

Federal Communications Cornnriluljon (FCC). The pnM:«ldin. is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 • 76 MHz band. This bocUs primarily used fer
private land mobile dispatch operationJ. However, our radio COIltrol frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them iato
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequeDCies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if theIe new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to peat lengths to assure tlle
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protee:tion of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequenaies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be sreatly decreased.

Please understand that matI¥ model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are apeDSwe to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious iDjury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose COIltrol of the craft. We *nfly our models at organized events and
coatests where hundreds of operaters participate. We DrJiM:the use of our full. complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying enviromment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a COlISir:ienble investment in our models and ill
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours ofeDjoyment to thousands ofpeople like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 • 76 MHz band.
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The Honorable Robert Dorman
The House of Representat.ives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr Dormam,

15 1993

FEB!!.

"I am retired & derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing
& operating radio controlled model airplanes." I am very active
in three local clubs whose members enjoy constructing & operating
radio controlled model airplanes.

1 am highly concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR DOCKET 92-235. If adopted the new rules wil~

greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. How­
ever our radio control frequencies in this band are separated ad­
equately from the land mobile frequencies so that we have been
able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths & rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land m9bile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies & cause INTERFERENCE to radio control operations.

We often fly our models at organized events & contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement
of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

1 do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to imprdYe~the

operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. Please help me continue the safe en­
joyment of my hobby by preventing the FCC in adapting its proposals
for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~uJ~
Robert Wp



February 25, 1993

The Honorable John Doolittle
U.s. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

I am assuming by now your office has received several
letters in reference to the PR Docket 92-235.

In review this rule proposed by the FCC will create a
massive frequency restructuring. My particular interest in
this NPRM is "Part 95" . This part relates to "Radio
Control" frequencies in the 72 and 75 Megahertz band.

In laYmans terms, this would permit frequencies only 2 . 5
kilohertz at a higher power next to our low power
frequencies. . This type of spacing is much to close. Your
house current is 60 cycles, 1000 cycles is a kilocycle or
kilohertz, theref.ore 2.5 kilohertz is only 2500 cycles or
hertz away from our use frequencies. Currently we are a
minimum of 10 kilohertz in frequency separation. This
provide a fair amount of safety.

No doubt there is a move by lobbyiest for Motorola, Toshiba
etc., for the new "Personal Communicator" market. In my
view it assists the young gang and drug related community
rather than our good citizens.

I currently own 6 radio control systems which represent an
investment of $3,000.00. The average radio control user on
the 72 to 75 Megahertz bands, has at least 1 radio system
with a value of approximately $250.00 to $950.00, depending
on configuration.

The passing of this bill will cause an economic decline in
many areas. Allow me to explain:
I'

"This PR Docket 92-235" will cause an immediate decline in
this sport which deals specifically with "Radio Controlled
Model Planes". Once the end user abandons this sport, the
hobby stores and manufacturers will in succession feel the
lost revenues .. Lost revenues relates to lost joJ;>s! "Even in
this small industry". Some of these aircraft exceed wing
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spans of 10 feet and a weight of 40 lbs. The introduction
of more frequencies at higher power between the radio
control frequencies, immediately compromises the safety of
these aircrafts. All radio control flyers are licensed and
insured, and fly at controlled fields where safety is a very
first priority. This would immediately be in jeopardy!

Another view to also consider is the youth of America today!
This sport and hobby promotes youths involvement regardless
of sex, age, race or country of origin. This wonderful sport
attracts thousand of young boys and girls and most often
gives them the little push they need to be good citizens.
Why do we want to remove one more activity to only be
replaced by a bad activity? All at the sake of profits for
the sake of political contributions.

It is time you pay attention to the little people and not
the dollar contributing corporate muscle! This would be in
line with the new president's thinking!

I strongly urge your support of "opposing" this NPRM Docket
PR-92-235! Should you require more information, please do
not hesitate to contact me directly.

Days
Evenings

(310)534-0050
(714) 770-4720

I can assure you, that my fellow flyers nationwide are
alerted as your mail may indicate. Therefore, once again
lend us your support and vote no on this NPRM.

Respectfully,

Samuel F. Wright
22841 Belquest Drive
Lake Forest, CA 92630
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Olen Foreman
8645 Country Creek Dr.
Orangevale, California
95662

February 22, 1993

The Honorable John Doolittle
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C.
20515

Re: PR Docket 92-235

The Honorable John Doolittle:

I am an avid remote control model airplane enthusiast. I fly
several remote control airplanes almost every weekend. These
airplanes require separate radio frequencies so that several
airplanes can fly at the same time. The Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (PR Docket 92-235) would insert new frequency bands right
in the middle of our airplane radio frequencies. This would es­
sentially eliminate several of our operating frequencies by
making it unsafe to fly using frequencies near these new bands.

The restructuring is for the development of Land Mobile Service.
which means that a car passing by using a cellular phone could
cause an airplane to crash. The planes I fly weigh as much as
five pounds and can fly as fast as 100 mph. To crash one of
these planes would not only destroy the time and loving effort
put into making a model plane, but would also be very dangerous.
The club where I fly has had a very good safety record.

I can not express in words the pleasure my family has derived
from this hobby. Please vote against this rule making and leave
the 72 MHz and 75 MHz frequency bands alone.

Olen Foreman



February 17, 1993
The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle: i- EB 24: 19~
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I au\ remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules wiD- greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

.k. ..i
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The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representativ~s
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am. very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contnbutes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

~- -

•Member

Sincerc;ly, C

~11/~
~

HARRY H ISHOY
7930 GILARDI RD
NEWCASTLE CA 95658-9775



February 17, 1993
The Honorable J. Doolittle
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Doolittle:
I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local

club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contnbutes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

MAURICE E. NEWHART
4976 DIABLO DR.

SACRAMENTO, CA 96842
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February 16, 1993

TheHoDorable J OlttU UOOl-IT'Tt...G (
United States +\d~€" eX: ~rtC-S'G?".),i""'A\\ 0~\
Washington D.C.

Dear OAR. Doo~~LI:?
\

I have been involved with model aeronautics since ...y teen lean - throVlh the inception of
radio control and the development of the Citizen Band (C.B.) by and for model builders and
flyers like mlself. Now I am retired and spend mM, hours enjoying building and flying Radio
Controlled (R.C.) model aircraft. In fact, the early IOterest in the hobby led me into the Army
Air Force and to the professional career from whicn I am now retired.

I am very concerned about proposed rules currently under consideration by the FCC - PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlhng model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in t~is band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now· the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies willbe left.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wins spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to thc point,
thcy are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even dcath if radio intcrference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the usc of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I don't think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and has contributed today and over the years to the advancement and development
of the commercial aviation industry.
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We are just now settling down after much effort and expense by the Academy of Model
Aeronautics tAMA), manufacturers and local clubs to adapt to rules of similar restrictive
concee.ts enforced several years ago. My own losses included two (2) aircrafts due to mobile
users practicin$" prior to the changeover date, and over $1000.00 to update or replace radio
equipment. ThIs may have enhanced the commercial economy, but not that of many unhappy
modelers -- and here we go againl

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

~~~
S1~ (~&.Jr4J ~\)-±f l1
C~\ (Ui~ ~TI. ~. q ~.}...J

AA A G.c....~ l-~ll ~



Dear Mr. Doolittle: 12 Feburary 1993

Safety is one of my main concerns and I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Commmications Commission (FCC).

EE=R '21993
The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235. If adopted, the new rules will grJat19i'eluce the

usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and Increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling my model airplanes.

I am 35 years old white male who works as an engineer and a nurse. I have been flying Model Aircraft for
the last 22 years of my life. To say that I derive some enjoyment from this hobby/passion as my creative
outlet would be a great understatement. I am very active in two tocaJ AMA Chartered clubs, the EI Dorado
RIC Flyers and the Sacramento Area Modelers and own at least six complete radio control sets and over
ten complete aircraft. Some of my aircraft weigh twenty pounds and can fly 90 mph. We generally
operate near to housing areas and I am unwilling to risk the potential danger if this frequency assignment
is adopted.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as mJch as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a
safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio users
at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz bancf.

Sincerely,

~~441 Mira Lorna drive #230 cameron Park, Califomia 95682
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February 16, 1993

Mr. Rory Harden
P. o. Box 9054
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158

Dear Rory:

Thank you for contacting my office regarding your concerns
with current federal legislation.

Since this legislation falls under federal jurisdiction, I
have taken the liberty of forwarding your letter to the Honorable
John Doolittle who represents you in the united states Congress.

For your information, any federal issues and/or concerns may
be addressed to:

Honorable John Doolittle
1624 Santa Clara Drive, #260
Roseville, CA 95661

I hope you find this information helpful. If ever my staff
or I may be of assistance to you on a state-related matter,
please feel free to contact my office.

District

TL:jap

cc: The Honorable John Doolittle


